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^official responsible for policy should read it once a year ;for the next twenty years."
This moral prostitution of the academic point of view may be further ^en in the fact that when Dr. Hans W. Weigert wrote a heartrending appeal for restoiation of human values in the last chapter of his new book on geopolitics, Generals and Geographers, a reviewer in the New York Times said: "The last fifteen pages of the book on 'Geopolitics and Humanity' should never have been written." He declared that the book "concludes with an outlook . . . which is as cloudy and confused as anything Haushofer has ever written." What makes it "cloudy and confused" to the reviewer, I assume, is the introduction of human values of right and wrong into the austere plane of objective science. I shudder to think that American academic reaction to Dr. Weigert's appeal is dead.
On the other hand, the recent books on the subject by Strausz-Hupe, Derwent Whittlesey, and Andreas Dor-palen,* as well as the one by Hans W. Weigert, have been sanely critical of Haushoferisrn. German geopolitical thought deserves to be studied carefully, even as Mein Kampf deserves to be studied carefully. (Dorpalen's The World of General Haushofer gives the original source material rarely accessible to the American public.)
To me, however, geopolitics, Haushoferian or otherwise, is 50 per cent factual data, 30 per cent pseudo-science, and 20 per cent German metaphysics or "Faustian longing." Since far too many definitions are being offered, some made purposely innocuous with an air of scientific objectivity, one should accept Haushofer's own: "Geopolitics is the scientific foundation of the art of political action in the life-and-death struggle of state
* Robert Strausz-Hupe", Geopolitics: the Struggle for Space and Power (Putnam); Derwent Whittlesey, German Strategy of World Conqttest (Farrar and Rinehart), with, interesting illustrations of geopolitical maps; Andreas Borpalen, The World of General Haushofer (Farrar and Rinehart).